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Although the employer's physician would not certify the
claimant as able to do his job, because of the restriction
against climbing ladders, there is evidence that the claimant
was able to do other work and that he in fact did seek other
work he was capable of doing during the time he had this
restriction. Further, the claimant testified, and the Hearing
Examiner found as a fact, that the claimant could have even
performed his former job with the employer, although the
employer's physician refused to so certify. Even assuming that
the claimant was unable to perform his former job because of
his inability to climb ladders, however, the claimant is
clearly able to perform most other types of job.
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FINDINGS OF FACT

The claimant filed an original claim for unemployment insurance
benefits, effective January 11, 1987.

The claimant was employed by the Fire Department
City, for approximately six and one-half years,
classification as a radio maintenance technician
earnings of approximately $975.00.
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